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PER CURIAM: This is an appeal from an order of the family court issued on
May 30, 2014, and filed on June 11, 2014. Rather than issue an order based on
current circumstances, the family court reviewed and reversed a prior order of
another family court judge. It is settled that one judge cannot overrule another
judge of the same court; therefore, the above-referenced order of the family court
Is vacated pursuant to Rule 220(b)(1), SCACR, and the following authority:
Charleston Cnty. Dep't of Soc. Servs. v. Father, Stepmother, & Mother, 317 S.C.
283, 288, 454 S.E.2d 307, 310 (1995) (“There is a long-standing rule in this State
that one judge of the same court cannot overrule another.” (citing Tisdale v. Am.
Life Ins. Co., 216 S.C. 10, 56 S.E.2d 580 (1950); Dinkins v. Robbins, 203 S.C. 199,
26 S.E.2d 689 (1943))).!

! This opinion in no manner restricts the ability of the family court judge on
remand to issue appropriate orders based on then-current circumstances, including
modifying prior family court orders if changed circumstances so warrant.



VACATED AND REMANDED.

TOAL, C.J., PLEICONES, BEATTY, KITTREDGE and HEARN, JJ.,
concur.





